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Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: a proposed amendment was discussed that included limitations that 
the "inner surface of the outer member being not bonded to the outer surface of the inner member and the inner 
surface of the outer tubular member defines sections of the inflation lumen". It was noted that all claimed limitations 
must be shown in the drawings and supported in the specification. It was also noted that a reference must be 
considered in its entirety and there are other embodiments in the Burns reference to consider. 
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